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GENERAL COMMERT

1. The Envivonmental Protaction Agmncy (EPA) requ res the finding that "no
action™ §& necessary to ensure adequate protection of human health and
the environment, be supported by the baseline visk assessment or other
information in the adeinistrative record file :EPA, 1989, GBuidance on
Preparing Superfund Decision Docxments}. Althotgh readers are directed
to "No Further Action (NFA) Justification doctmant for detailed
discussion, the nature of the data supporting the decisfion should be
expiained, It 1s recommanded that a statement be included in the
introduction section to indicate whether the preferred alternative is
chosen based on verification of previous cleanup actions, and/or natural
degradation procaszes through sampling, or based on analysis of

‘historical records. .

2. Descriptions of risks for some of the sites, stch as Individual
Hazardous Substance Site (IHSS) 185 and IHSS 1£5, are not supported by
quantitative results and interpratations. Num¢rical reprasentations of
site risks, 1f availabie, should be summarized and explained in tha text
in order to convinca the public of the NFA decision.

SPECIFIC COMMENTS ‘

1. Page (p.) 1, second ﬁara raph (gara.), second genténce, first galley:
The statement that this (No Action) alternative is preferred because
potential risks to human health and the envirorment have been reduced is
vague. ' Please revise the text to indicate that the current and
potentfal visks to human health and ecological environment have been
reduced helow appropriate EPA standards.

2. SITE BACKGROUND, p. 3, second para., first bullet, first gallsy: Suggest
that a sentenca be added to {ndicate when the solvent spill occur and
when the vemadial action was tauken, Bedause the high velatilization
rate 15 prasented in "SUMMARY OF SITE RISKS" a: a rationale for NFA, it
would be necessary to provide the time of the gvents. :

3. SUMMARY OF SITE RISKS.tﬂ. 4, third para., first bullet, first galley:
The statement is made that because the spill securred 4n a paved area,
the_wind dispersion and infiltration transport pathways are either nat
applicable, minimized, or eliminated. Please bs more specific about the
pathways by indicating which one is not applicable, which is minimized

or eliminated, and where the supporting evidence for such results is
recorded.
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4, SUMMARY OF SITE RISKS, p. &, third para., third bullet, second gailaey:
The statement "Amines ¢ould not be detected; no source of contamination
is present® is in confliict with the statement 'The concentratton of

- aminas in the steam condensate (0.136 wg/l) wasi ..." Suggest deleting
the last sentenca. .

5. SUMMARY OF SITE RISKS, p. 4, third para., fifth bullet, second galley:
The text indicates that nickel carbonyl is higlily volatile and readily
decomposas in the presence ¢f oxygen forming n- ckel oxide. The text
discussed the effact of wind disgeu{on that d- sseminated nickel oxide
particles. However, the possibility that nickel carbonyl enters
surrounding soil and forms nickel oxide in the soil has not been
discussed. The conclusion that there are mo trumsport pathways for
mgﬁ:! oxide needs to be supported hy more specific discussion on
pAthways




